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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This office action is responsive to the amendments filed on 04/12/2007 in which 
applicant adds new claim 38 and responds to claim rejections. Claims 1 , 4, 6-12, 15, 
17-23, 26, 28-35 and 38 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1,4, 6-8, 10, 12, 15, 17-19, 21, 23, 28-30, 32, 35 and 38 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kaminkow (US 6,695,696 B1) in 
view of Bennett et al. (US Patent Pub. 2003/0001338 A1). 

Regarding independent claims 1 , 4, 6, 12, 15, 23, 26, 35 and 38, Kaminkow teaches a 
gaming device having that secondary display for providing the user with winning payline 
information. More specifically, Kaminkow teaches a slot machine comprising: 

a. A processor (feature 38); 

b. A first display coupled to the processor and operable to display a non- 
linear outcome, the non-linear outcome including a set of reel positions that are 
disposed along a line that is not straight, each reel position including at least one 
symbol (See figure 7 and the description thereof); 
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c. The first display screen displays the outcome in a conventional manner 
wherein the non-linear outcomes are displayed in a non-linear manner (figure 7); 
Kaminkow fails to explicitly disclose displaying the non-linear outcome as a horizontal or 
straight linear outcome. Bennett et al. however teaches displaying in a secondary 
display an indication of the winning game outcome in a horizontal linear format (figures 
7-9). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of applicant's invention to redisplay nonlinear outcomes as horizontal linear outcomes 
as taught by Bennett et al. in order to make reading the results of the outcome easier for 
players. 

2. Regarding claims 6, 1 7 and 28, wherein the second display displays an indication 
of which outcomes are winning outcomes (col. 10, lines 24-38; winning outcomes 
receiving a payout are highlighted). 

3. Regarding claims 7, 1 8 and 29, wherein the second display further displays an 
indication of which outcomes are non-winning outcomes. As stated in the discussion 
regarding claim 6, 17 and 28, the winning outcomes are highlighted therefore non- 
winning outcomes are not highlighted which can be considered an indication of a non- 
winning outcome. 

4. Regarding claims 8, 1 9 and 30, wherein the second display further displays an 
indication of outcomes upon which a wager was placed (col. 12, lines 38-52; the second 
display further comprises a table for the payout of each payline, therefore the player 
bidding on various paylines will receive a payout table which indicates which paylines 
they've played and their payout corresponding to each payline). 
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5. Regarding claims 10, 21 and 32, wherein the second display only displays 
winning outcomes (col. 1 1 , lines 20-45). 

6. Claims 6, 9, 15, 20, 26 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kaminkow in view of Bennett et al. as applied to claims 6, 15 and 26 
above and further in view of Falconer (US Pub. 2003/0060268). 

Kaminkow teaches a slot machine, method and supplemental display as 
discussed in greater detail above. However, Kaminkow does not explicitly teach display 
an indication of a payout amount per each outcome that would have been won had a 
wager been placed upon each outcome. In a related gaming device, Falconer teaches 
a slot machine having multiple displays (features 30, 32 and figure 1B). The slot 
machine displays paylines not chosen by the player in order to increase layer 
excitement by providing the player with information (payout amounts) on paylines not 
wager on by the player that would have been won had the player wagered on the not 
chosen paylines (paragraph 45). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the display of Kaminkow to display 
an indication of a payout amount per each outcome that would have been won had a 
wager been placed upon each outcome as taught by Falconer in order to increase the 
player excitement as desirably taught by Falconer in paragraph 45. 

7. Claims 6, 1 1, 15, 22, 26 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kaminkow in view of Bennett et al. as applied to claims 6, 15 and 26 
above and further in view of Singer et al. (US Pub. 2004/0192431 ) 
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8. Kaminkow is silent regarding displaying the winning outcomes separately from 
the non-winning outcomes. Singer discloses that winning outcomes are separately 
displayed from non-winning outcomes (Figures 5B and 7 along with the related 
description thereof, wherein winning and non-winning outcomes are separately 
displayed on a reel set displays 200a, 200b, 200c, 200d and 200e). Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention 
to modify the display of Kaminkow to indicate non-wihning outcomes on a display 
separately from winning outcomes as taught by Singer in order to allow players the 
ability to easily and quickly assess the outcome of the game of chance. 

9. Claims 26 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kaminkow as applied to claim 26 above and further in view of Benbrahim (US Pub. 
2003/0186736). 

Kaminkow does not explicitly teach displaying an explanation of why an outcome 
is a winning outcome or a non-winning outcome. In a related gaming device, 
Benbrahim teaches a slot machine that allows a player to play multiple paylines 
simultaneously (Fig. 8 and the related description thereof). An explanation of why an 
outcome is a winning out come or a non-winning outcome is displayed on the screen 
450 (Fig. 8) to help clarify winning outcomes and non-winning outcomes to players 
requiring assistance to decipher winning outcomes and payout totals (paragraph 3 and 
55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the display of Kaminkow to display an explanation of why an 
outcome is a winning outcome or a non-winning outcome as taught by Benbrahim in 
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order to clarify winning outcomes and non-winning outcomes to players as taught by 
Benbrahim in paragraph 3 of Benbrahim. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dat T. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2178. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert E. Pezzuto can be reached on (571 )272-6996. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Dat Nguyen ^ 




Robert Pezzujp^ ( 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3714 



